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Detailed Action 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: RCE, filed on 2/21/07. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Oliver et al., US# 2002/0133412 A1 , in view of Chau et al., US# 20020123993 A1 . 

As per claims 1 and 13, Oliver et al. teaches "identifying a symbol in the data in 
the markup language, the symbol indicating a query of a data set" (see page 13, 
paragraphs [0307] and [0315]) "accessing the data set in order to generate a resolution 
to the query" (see page 15, paragraphs [0345]-[0349]). Oliver et al. does not explicitly 
teach, "dynamically rendering the resolution to the query as a part of the markup 
language, according to at least one rule associated with the markup language . . . 
wherein said symbol can be used to dynamically render multiple data sets." Chau et al. 
teaches, "dynamically rendering the resolution to the query as a part of the markup 
language, according to at least one rule associated with the markup language . . . 
wherein said symbol can be used to dynamically render multiple data sets" (see 
paragraph [0004], [0221], and [0634]). It would have been obvious at the time of the 
invention for one of ordinary skill in the art to have combined the teachings of Oliver and 
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Chau, because using the steps of "dynamically rendering the resolution to the query as 
a part of the markup language, according to at least one rule associated with the 
markup language . . . wherein said symbol can be used to dynamically render multiple 
data sets" would have given those skilled in the art the ability to provide multiple result 
data sets of query data in a markup language environment more efficiently. This gives 
users the advantage of receiving accurate results from a query by receiving data that is 
dynamically generated and rendered in data sets. 

As per claims 2 and 14, Oliver et al. teaches "a delimited token" (see pages 5-6, 
paragraphs [0114-]-[0120]). 

As per claims 3-4, Oliver et al. teaches, "the symbol is located within the data in 
the markup language such that the query is associated with a markup language tag" 
(see page 1 1 , paragraph [0275]). 

As per claim 5, this claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments 
given above for rejected claim 1 and is similarly rejected including the following: 

Oliver et al. teaches, "at least one rule associated with the markup language 
tag with which the query is associated" (see page 15, paragraphs [0346]-[0350]). 

As per claims 6-7 and 1 5, Oliver et al. teaches "a set of at least one document in 
a hierarchically structured format" (see page 14, paragraphs [0319]-[0322], whereas 
Oliver's XML illustrates a hierarchically structured format in a fashion similarly to 
applicant's claim language). 
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As per claims 8, 12, 16, and 18 Oliver et al. teaches, "the symbol conforms an 
Extensible Markup Language standard concerning queries" (see page 14, paragraph 
[0319]). 

As per claim 9, Oliver et al. teaches "a database" (see page 7, paragraphs 
[0155J-[0160]). 

As per claim 10, this claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the 
arguments given above for rejected claim 1 and is similarly rejected including the 
following: 

-- Oliver et al. teaches "a browser" (see page 10, paragraphs [0242]-[0246]). 

As per claim 1 1 , Oliver et al. teaches, "rendering is performed by software 
running on a hand held computing device" (see page 7, paragraphs [0161]-[0163], 
whereas Oliver's Clickshare combined with a TV with a remote and C-programming 
language, teaches applicant's claim language above). 

As per claim 17, Oliver et al. teaches, "updating the data set" (see page 7, 
paragraph [0147] and page 15, paragraph [0349]). 

As per claims 19-23, these claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the 
arguments given above for rejected claims 1, 5, 12, and 18 respectively and are 
similarly rejected. 

As per claims 24-27, these claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the 
arguments given above for rejected claims 1-3, 12 and 22 respectively and are similarly 
rejected. 
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Conclusion 



4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alford W. Kindred whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4037. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 9:00 am- 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Don Wong can be reached on (571 ) 272-1834. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Patent Examiner 
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